May 20, 1938

Dear Ra) Chandra,

I am very sorry %o hear of Professor Mahalancbis's
llinees, and hope that he Lé now qulte recovered. I am
geending to you, however, rather than to him, the proofs
of the book on Eatimatiﬂﬁ with a few verbal corrsctions
towarde the end, and have checked the blbliography. 1
also send a brief lntroduction, ss you sugpested.

I did not need the solution of the I,57 prﬁﬁlln,au
I know your method of obtaining 1t. Perhsps Mehalanobls
misunderetood me when I was enquirling about the sxact
notation uesd in your solution of the D? &istribution.

I fenoy the tests of significance fior oollinearity,
qulnn::iitr, eto come out quite simply, though one has

to solve &an algebralo equation of higher degree than the
firat. Thie should necessarlly include the question

of 4lgnificant differsnces bétween different dilsoriminent
functions, or betwesn different dirsoticns in genarelised
space, but thers la one form of question which I do not

yet gse the solutlon of, namely, that in any such problem
therse must exliet a best discriminant functlon corresponding

Tha
with infinite poprulationk, avallable for sampling, from
&



which any estimated funotion wlll differ somewhat. The
diffarence may, I think, be ratirnally measured by
something llke (1 - r), where r is the correlation within
samples between the true and the estimated linear functiona.
I should like %o be able to ast a lower 5% point of the
distribution of r. The solutlon must be intimately related
to yours, but I do not eee gotualiy how.

Flease glve my remsmbrances te Mphalanobis snd my
wighee for hia epeedy recovery.

Youre sincerely,

Froof pages and introduction



